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SECOND ERRATA
to the

FINAL URBAN CORE SPECIFIC PLAN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
April 17, 2007

After completion of the Final EIR, a number of requests for modifications to the
proposed Urban Core Specific Plan (UCSP) land uses and development
regulations were received at the October 11, 2006 Planning Commission public
hearing. The requests suggested revisions to the land use matrix or individual
sub-district zoning sheets contained in Chapter VI Land Use and Development
Regulations of the Public Hearing Draft UCSP, to proposed building form
guidelines, and to the Final EIR. These changes were evaluated by staff, and
those that were considered minor modifications, that would not change the
impact analysis or significance conclusions of the FEIR were recommended to be
included.

An analysis of these proposed changes is summarized below. No revisions were
made to the body of the FEIR.

Proposal 1. Allow ground floor office uses in V-2 and V-3 where fronting
on Third Avenue.

Analysis: Currently the Zoning Sheet for V-2 permits 20% non-ground floor
office use, and the Zoning Sheet for V-3 permits 10% non-ground floor office
uses for any new development. This new revision would delete the requirement
on these sheets that offices must be located above the ground floor.

The UCSP envisions a gradual change along Third Avenue from predominately
first floor offices to more retail uses in order to create a livelier, 24-hour street
environment. The Public Hearing Draft Plan allows existing ground floor offices to
remain as legal non-conforming uses, although once the space has been vacant
for 18 months or more, the new use is required to be retail. Because nearly 50%
of current ground floor uses are estimated to be office, the original proposed
change has raised concerns from businesses along Third Avenue, who fear loss
of income if new retail tenants cannot be found, and from the Third Avenue
Village Association

Staff is now recommending an alternative that would allow the market to
determine the best use of ground floor space (office or retail) rather than
regulating ground floor tenants through the UCSP. This could achieve the
gradual migration to more retail uses (as envisioned by the GP), while also
addressing the concerns raised by property owners. Recent anecdotal
information seems to suggest that that the ground floor space along Third
Avenue has already begun shifting towards retall, creating less of a need to be
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as prescriptive in mandating the use of ground floor space. More flexibility and
less regulation on the internal use of buildings, in particular the ground floor, is
also more in keeping with the tenets of the UCSPs form based zoning approach,
which focuses more on creating appropriate urban form and less on the function
and interior use of buildings.

With the proposed change, the impact analysis and significance conclusions of
the FEIR remain the same or could be lessened, because: 1) the mixed use
designation (mixed retail/office/residential) was already contemplated by both the
2005 General Plan (GP) and GP EIR; 2) the UCSP, and impacts analyzed in the
UCSP EIR such as traffic, were not based on the specific location of individual
uses within buildings (i.e. ground floor vs. second floor); 3) currently
approximately 50% of the existing use is office; and, 4) create less impacts than
commercial uses because all categorical thresholds, e.g., average daily trips for
traffic and amount of equivalent dwelling units for water and sewerage
consumption are less than commercial uses.

Proposal 2. Lower the minimum building height in UC-3 from 30 feet to 18
feet.

Analysis: This proposal would change the minimum building height shown on
the Zoning Sheet for UC-3 from 30 feet to 18 feet.

This change was requested to provide a greater variety of building heights in this
subdistrict. A reduction of the minimum required building height for this small
area is a minor change to the development standards for the subdistrict and
would not be a significant depariure from the guiding principies of the UCSP or
vision of the GP. The analysis in the EIR is considered a “worst case,” since the
minimum height is proposed to be lowered and would lessen the effects of
building height already analyzed. In addition, the change to lower the minimum
height requirement could result in a reduced density. Therefore, the change
would not affect, or if anything, would reduce, the impacts and significance
conclusions of the FEIR.

Proposal 3. Include a “development exception” provision and process to
permit some fiexibility in the application of the UCSP development
standards to encourage innovative design and to effectively administer
projects with any unforeseen development and/or design challenges.

Analysis: Due to the long term (20 - 25 year) implementation of the UCSP and
programmatic approach of the associated EIR it may be necessary and
appropriate for the future decision making bodies to authorize certain exceptions
to the land use and development regulations, provided that the exception is
based on certain findings, including that a better design or greater public benefit
would be achieved. Review and consideration of a development standard
exception is not permitted by right but would be considered on a project by
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project basis concurrent with the review of the Urban Core Development Permit,
as outlined in Chapter XI.C.1 of the Specific Plan.

Because this is a procedural change, and would only be considered at the
request of an individual applicant, there is no way of determining its future
application on an individual project basis at this time, and it does not affect the
impacts analysis and significance conclusions of the DEIR. Additionally, any
potential new or increased/decreased impacts associated with its application
would be identified during project review as part of the Secondary Study process
described in the FEIR Section 2.3.3.

Proposal 4. Add clarification to the CVMC section reference regarding
“Minor” Projects”

Analysis: A request was to identify the correct sub-section in the Municipal Code
that defines the term “minor project”. Staff has identified sub-section “i” of CVMC
19.14.582 as the correct reference. This editing change does not affect the
project description, impacts analysis and significance conclusions of the DEIR.

Proposal 5. For subdistricts other than Transit Focus Areas, utilize an
alternative minimum residential parking standard based on the number of
bedrooms, rather than a uniform standard of 1.5 parking spaces per
bedroom. This alternative was recommended by the Planning Commission.

Based on public comments and direction from the UCSP Advisory Committee at
their final meeting in March 2006 and prior to release of the Draft EIR for public
review, the proposed minimum residential parking standards were increased by
50%, from 1.0 to 1.5 spaces per dwelling unit; and 0.5 to 1.0 spaces per dwelling
unit in the Transit Focus Areas. In addition, the Draft UCSP has always inciuded
a "guest” parking standard of 1 space per 10 dwelling units, whereas currently in
other areas of the City there is no separate guest parking standard for residential
uses. These minimum residential parking standards included in the Draft UCSP
and DEIR EIR are nearly the same as existing citywide standards for multi-family
residential: slightly more for studio/1 bedroom units (1.5 spaces CVMC vs. 1.7
spaces UCSP) and slightly less for 2+ bedrooms (1.7 spaces UCSP vs. 2.0
spaces CVMC). .

The Planning Commission recommended an alternative minimum residential
parking standard based on the number of bedrooms, rather than a uniform
standard of 1.5 parking spaces per bedroom, for subdistricts other than Transit
Focus Areas. The alternative standard would instead be 1 space per studio and
one bedroom units and 2 spaces for two+ bedroom units. The net effect of this
alternative would still average 1.5 spaces per dwelling unit. The proposed
minimum parking standard aiternative will not result in the reduction of parking
required and therefore would not change the impact analysis or significance

conclusions of the FEIR,
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Proposal 6. Allow Residential Use in Subdistricts C-1, C-2 and C-3 by right
instead of by CUP.

Within the Corridors subdistricts (C-1; C-2 and C-3), the Land Use Matrix would
be corrected to show residential uses as a permitted use rather than permitted
via a Conditional Use Permit (CUP). Residential uses were assumed by the 2005
General Plan and any GP-related analysis in the proportions reflected on the
revised zoning sheets. The DEIR for the UCSP (page 5-30 and 5-38) also
assumed that these residential uses would in fact occur in the Corridors. The
change from “conditional” to “permitted” is procedural in nature. Therefore, this
would not change the impact analysis or significance conclusions of the FEIR.
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Introduction

Introduction

The Chula Vista Redevelopment Agency (“Agency”} is taking steps leading to the
adoption of an amendment to the Town Centre | Redeve Opment Project Area
the Agency in
ian") for the
erect Area”}.

well as a variety of commer
residential units.

Edentlf.led in the Redevelopment Plan. The
7 ted by the City Councii by Ordinance No.

1691 on Jul
amended on

t e”ﬁnanaal provssaons of the Redevelopment
edevelopment Plan. On April 22, 1986, the City Council

W lme-,\_ésm:ts te enact eminent domain and incur debt and
ablished a cumulative tax increment limit. Amendment No. 3 was adopted by
“January 4, 1994 by Ordinance No. 2585, when the City
ax increment and bonded indebtedness limits for the Project.

7. Council adopted Ordinance No. 2609 that established a time limit
on the collection of tax incement. Amendment No. 5 was adopted by the City
Council on June 23, 1998 by Ordinance No. 2735 extending the time limits that
the Agency can utilize eminent domain to acquire property, incur Project Area
indebtedness, collect tax increment revenue, and effectuate the Redevelopment
Plan.

This document is the Agency's Report to the City Council (“Report”} on the
proposed 2007 Amendment, and has been prepared pursuant to Section 33457.1
and 33352 of the California Community Redevelopment Law (“CRL"), Health and
Safety Code Section 33000 et seq. {*Law”). Pursuant to Section 33352 of the Law,
the Agency is required to submit a Report containing specific documentation

CHULA VISTA REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
2007 AMENDMENT TO TOWN CENTRE 1
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regarding the proposed 2007 Amendment. The purpose of this Report is to provide
the information, documentation and evidence required to support the adoption of
the proposed 2007 Amendment. This information, documentation and evidence
are provided to assist the City Council in its consideration of the proposed 2007
Amendment and in making the various determinations in connection with its
adoption.

With respect to the proposed 2007 Amendment, this Report supplements the
documentation and evidence contained in the Report to the City Council (*Original
Report”), prepared in connection with the adoption of the original Plan and is
incorporated herein by reference.

elopment Plan to
ith the Urban
refines and implements the
ity’s updated General Plan,
proposed 2007 Amendment will
the Project Area. The Bayfront
cled by the proposed 2007

10 bring the Redevelopment

bring design guidelines and land use
Core Specific Plan (“Specific Plan”). F
vision for downtown Chula Vista as ex

Redevelopment Project Aré
Amendment. The 2007 Ame

required components of this Report. More
L states that the reports and information

' non of a redevelopment plan was previously
gmal Report prepared for the adoption of the
5 a!so important 1o note that pursuant to Section 33368 of

al and cone {
enge that the

additional “blight findings” are required for adoption of the
endment.

proposed 2007:A

“Contents of this Report

The contents of this Report are presented in 14 sections, which generally
correspond to the subdivisions presented in Section 33352 of the Law. The
sections are as follows:

Section A Reasons for the Proposed Amendment and a Description of Specific

Projects Proposed and How These Projects Will tmprove or
Alleviate Blighting Conditions Found in the Project Area
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Section B

Section C

Section D

Section E
Section F
Section G
Section H
Section |

Section |

Section K

Section L

Section M

Section N

A Description of the Physical and Economic Conditions Existing in
the Project Area

Five-Year Implementation Plan
Why the Elimination of Blight and Redevelopment Cannot be

Accomplished by Private Enterprise Acting Alone or by the Agency’s
Use of Financing Alternatives Other Than Tax Increment

The Method of Financing
The Relocation Plan
Analysis of the Preliminary Pia

Report and Recomme;jda't ns of the Planning Comiission

Report of the Project Area Com
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* Section

-Specific Plan thatincludes the
he land use designations and
Plan are in conflict with the
existing Town Centre | Plan requires redevelopment plans to
conform IG the City’'s Gener 2]

rther information as may be required by
he reasons for the selection of the project
cls proposed by the Agency, because the
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- Section

A Description of
Economic Conditions
Project Area

33457.1 of the CRL, additional
‘the fact that the proposed 2007

description is not appropma{
Amendment wilt not change th
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Section

Five-Year Implementation Pl

The Agency adopted the Implementation Plan for-the'Me égg;sayfronrfi' own Centre |

Implementation Plan was prepared pursua
Law and contains specific goals and
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" Section

Why the Elimination of _Blight and
Redevelopment Cannot be Accomplished by
Private Enterprise Acting:Alone
Agency’s Use of Financing Alternatives
Other Than Tax Increment

of why the elimination of
by private enterprise alone, or by
an tax increment financing. This
ing documentation prepared and
ro;ect Area. The proposed
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Section

E

The Method of Financing

Section 33352(e} of the CRL requires inclusion of:a-proposed method of financing
the Project which was provided in the Original:Report™when the existing Project
Area was adopted.  Because the proposed:200 dment will not alter the
Project Area boundaries, affect the base year Value of the Project Area or change the
proposed method of financing the Project; the proposed 2007 Ame
warrant that this section be prepared. <

CHULA VISTA REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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. Section

_ I:

The Relocation Plan

Sections 33352(f) and 33411 of the CRL require the Agency to prepare a method or
plan for the relocation of families and persons “wh ay be temporarily or
permanently displaced from housing facilitiesitocated within:the Project Area, and
nonprofit local community institutions 1o be temporarily or permanently displaced
from facilities actually used for instituti purposes in said Pro;ect Area. At the
time the Original Plan was adopte
Re%ocatson for the Pro;eci Area (”Met

n conformance with federal regulations. The
cation Law comply with the requirements of CRL Section

provisions provéded in the State Guidelines to meet particular

relocation : a specific proiect. Such supplemental policies will pot involve
reduction, buf instead enhancement of the relocation benefits requtfed by State
Law.
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" Section

Analysis of the Preliminary

An analysis of the Preliminary Plan was provided in’

the supporting documentation
prepared at the time the Project Area was adopted= Pursuantto Section 33457.1 of

the CRL and because the analysis of the Prelimiinary Plan remains the same and is
not affected by the proposed 2007 Amendment, additional analysis is not required.
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~ Section

Report and Recommendation of .the Planning

Commission

vd recommendation of
The P[aﬂnmg

Section 33352(h) of the CRL requires inclusio of a repor
the Chula Vista Planning Commission {"Flas
Commission of the City of Chula Vista a

ommendation for the proposed
2007 Amendment, because {l 4 ) endment is bringing the existing
Plan into conformance with t ]

therefore, it was not necessary'
additional findings
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Pursuant to Section 33352 (i) of the CRL, a rede
the property owners, residenis, business: tenants an
organizations in a redevelopment proje
project area committee ("PAC") if: (1)
by eminent domain property on whid
substantial number of low- and moderafe-inc:
in.which a substantial number of low- an

grant the authority to the agency. to acquire
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General Plan Conformance

The purpose of the 2007 Amendment is to bri
conformance with the Urban Core Specific Pl
downtown Chula Vista expressed in the Ci
33352() of the CRL requiring a report
65402 of the Government Code is no
2007 Amendment is updating the Plan

General Plan:

theRedevelopment Plan into
hat ‘implements the vision for
V= Therefore, Section
nce per Section
at the proposed
ak.Plan.
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Environmental Documentation

Section 33352(%() of the Law requires envnronmentat documentation to be prepared

Report inciuded, as a related action, oramend the Town Centre |
Redevelopment Plan to conform 1o th ban Core Specific Plan. The
Environmental Impact Repart:for the Specific. Plan was completed and made

CHULA VISTA REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
2007 AMENDMENT TO TOWN CENTRE 1
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Report of the County Fiscal Of:

The proposed 2007 Amendment will not enlarge. foject Area; therefore, it is

Diege pursuant to CRL Section 33328.
provided in the supporting documentatio,

the boundaries of the Project Area, this
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Neighborhood Impact Report

Section 33352(m) of the CRL requires the inclusion of a-Neighborhogd Impact Report. This
information was provided in the supporting documentition that w epared and provided
at the time existing Project Area was adopted. Because the proposed:2007 Amendment
will not enlarge the Project Area; pursuant t 1. no additional
analysis would be appropriate or required.
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Ttation with

A Summary of the Agency Con
Affected Taxing Agencies

Because the proposed 2007 Amendment will not ada rea to the Project Area, submission
of a request to the County of San Diego to prep:
the CRL was neither, required, ar appropriate;

included.

of the joint public hearing in
e CRL. No taxing entities have

All taxing entities within the Project Area were
accordance with the requirements of 33349{d)¢
requested a consultation,

CHULA VISTA REDEVELOPMENT AGENCY
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ATTACHMENT 5

GENERAL PLAN
CONSISTENCY ANALYSIS

The 2005 General Plan largely focused on the revitalization and redevelopment of the
western portion of the city. The broad policies and objectives described in the General
Plan have been refined and described at the neighborhood level in the Urban Core
Specific Plan (UCSP). The UCSP has been prepared pursuant to the General Plan as an
implementing regulatory document and thus serves as the primary source for policies,
guidelines and regulations that implement the community’s vision for the Urban Core.

The General Plan is implemented via the Urban Core Specific Plan primarily through the
following 4 key chapters:

e Chapter V: Mobility

o Chapter VI: Land Use and Development Regulations
o Chapter VII: Development Design Guidelines

o Chapter VIII: Public Realm Design Guidelines

Chapter V - Mobility provides a variety of approaches and strategies to “get people from
here to there.” Improvements for the main thoroughfares and other streets within the
Urban Core are identified and typically address pedestrian, bicycle, transit, automobile
and parking opportunities. Traffic calming elements, pedestrian improvements and
paseos are introduced to slow traffic and create a more pedestrian-friendly environment.
Recommendations for new and upgraded bikeway facilities throughout the area for both
recreational and commuting users are also included. Three transit focus areas within the
Urban Core provide multi-modal opportunities for both local and regional transit and a
new shuttle loop system serving the Urban Core and Bayfront is proposed. Various
roadway network and capacity improvements are proposed, especially in areas where the
street grid has been interrupted over time and off-street public parking strategies are also
proposed within the Urban Core.

Chapter VI - Land Use and Development Regulations establish three different Specific
Plan Districts — Village, Urban Core and Corridors which are further defined into twenty-
six sub-districts, each with customized regulations and standards. Subdistrict regulations
shape the building form and intensity, allowable land uses, and parking requirements.
Land uses are proposed to encourage a mix of pedestrian-oriented commercial uses with
higher density residential uses. Development and parking standards encourage locating
buildings closer to the street (i.e. with parking behind or tucked under the building). The
regulations also stress flexibility and provision of urban amenities such as streetscape
improvements, parks, plazas, transit, cultural arts and mixed use. The tallest buildings are
allowed at the transit focus areas at I-3/H Street and I-5/E Street where support by
alternative modes of transportation is readily available. Neighborhood Transition
Combining Districts have been created for subdistricts adjacent to R-1 and R-2 zoning
areas to protect and buffer existing residential neighborhoods and ensure compatible,
stepped-back building heights and setbacks. Special provisions address live/work units,
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ATTACHMENT 5

mixed-uses and parking structures. Zoning incentives are provided to encourage
development to provide high performance buildings and urban amenities such as parks
and plazas beyond required levels.

Chapter VII — Development Design Guidelines provide comprehensive design
guidelines for development within the three Specific Plan Districts, as well as special
guidelines for hotels, mixed-use projects, multi-family residential projects, and
sustainability. The form-based guidelines supplement the Specific Plan development
regulations to create a more attractive, well-designed urban environment. These
guideiines apply to construction, conservation, adaptive reuse, and enhancement of
buildings and street scenes. Although no specific architectural style is prescribed, the
quality of design is guided by policies addressing site planning, building
height/form/mass, building materials/colors, storefront design, landscaping, lighting,
parking, circulation, signs and other development considerations. The goal of the
guidelines is to create a positive image for the Urban Core and frame the streets and
sidewalks with inviting buildings, entrances, awnings and outdoor dining areas.

Chapter VHI — Public Realm Design Guidelines focuses on ways to create more
attractive and pedestrian-friendly public environments and gathering places. Street
furniture, landscaping, sidewalks, crosswalks, lighting, paseos, public art, parks and plaza
concepts are defined. Two main themes emerge within the Specific Plan: an art-deco
inspired design theme is proposed along Third Avenue, building upon the era when much
of the development along the street occurred, and a more contemporary theme is
proposed for the remaining public realm areas in the Urban Core, indicative of a forward-
iooking Chula Vista. Gateway treatments are proposed at six locations to welcome people
to the Urban Core and to reinforce the identity of the Urban Core.

The following table references where each of the applicable General Plan Land Use and
Transportation Objectives are implemented through the various chapters Urban Core
Specific Plan.



X X X toneaIneaq sjouioid pue dylomsu
aoeds usdo UIBIBW 'S82IN0SAL J|UBDS aalasald] €1 iN1
X $80iN0Say oUOISIH JUelodul 1o8100d] 2L 1N
X X X SjosIp pue seiuedodd Buipunoling
Y aignedwiod aie jely) siuswsaoldu
ays pue sBuipyng psubisep-am ainsuld| L 101
X X X X Aem-jo-sjybl
ojignd pue SIUSLWILOIALS 19815 anjoBle a1eain| 0L 1N
X X seale juslodill 18410 pue s3Lod
Anua io) ssunjes) Aemaed paousyus a1eald| 6 1N
X X X X AIUNLLILOD BiqeAl|
pue psjusiio ueyisepad e se sfiewl aoueyus pue
saoeds 2ignd pue saiunuied 'spooylogybiau
ysinBunsip 1ey) sainjesy jeasfyd sieaini g 1111
X X sasn
pue} usamjag suogisues ateudordde apinidl L 1N
X % sasn pue} jusaeipe jo AjjIqIedwod ainsull 9 1NN
X usue pue sqof ‘Buiddoys seau Buisnoy
Risusp Jaubiy yim seade asn-paxud ajeulisaql ¢ 10l
X X spootjioqubieu [BiuspiSal S|Gels j0 Abajll
ulejuiew pue saouanyjut Buybig sziuinl v LN
X X X JajoeieYd [B120S pue BoisAyd
SOOUBYUS DUB UM Spusiq 18t awidoeasdl ¢ i
X SYdL
0} Aysusjul Jusludojaasp ysaybiy jo uojeoo| YW Z L1
X X AHD 8y} Jo
J2I0RIRLD SOUBLUS DUE SPasu ainin) pue juasaid
1eouw 0} Juawdoeasp jo aoueEq e epinotd) LNl
sauspIng saujaping | suoneinbay | Ajgopn uofiduosag afil
ufiisaqg ubisaq wawdo@asg
wieay oand i wawde@asqg

wisiueyos bupustuajdiuy

10LISIP-GNS dSON 8lqecyddy

saaoRiqo a1epdn ueld [BiBuRD

S INIWNHOVILLY

379v1L AONILSISNOD NV1d TWHINID S00<

ue|d du3ioadg al10n ueqin

AN



X X X X bupied
ppe o} sainyipuadxa aygnd Buisn aiojaq puewap
Bunped aonpad o saioe; Bupped szgnn tenegl ot LNH
X X _ SjUapISal Jo) sanuauie aaoldi
0} Juawidojaaap [eyuapisal jo Buuisnio molly] 62 1N
X ajerdoldde aiaym UOERHOSUOS Jof Jopisuon] g2 1N
X X X X
juswdojaaap ueqin Hoddns oy uesssoau
SB0IAIES AJUNILLIOD pue sajiuawie oygnd
‘Busnoy ejgeproge spiroid o) welbord ysyaeisa| sz 101
X LUBID0Id
sjuatuaroldil| aioD ueqin ue ysidelsa) 9z LN
X X X suyjed uelsepad puB ayIq jO WB1SAS 4bBRoIL}
sapotl Aljgow amleuisie JO asn ajowWoid] £Z .5.__
X X Aoy 10 apis 1sam Buoje aoialas
147 0 sjuswsoueyus Joj Bujuueid snupuod| ZZ 1M1
X
saijiunwwios jo Albau pue wejoereyo
Buiniasaid ajym Aoedes Aempeod JUSiDgns Yiim
welshs Aempeod uspiys pue ajes e uejueinyl Lz 1000
X X ubisap juswdoljanap pue asp pue|
Ul UoEIapISUOD doj B speos Apuayy yisuel) aer] 0z 1N
X WajsAs Jisue] e ayj Jo ajels ajeuipiood] 61 INH
X X X X suesl Uolanpal
diy Jayjo pue Bupgiem ‘sejoAoiq ‘usues; jo asn
paseasoul ‘WL ybnony puewap oiyely aonpay] gL 10k
X X juawido@aap aallioddns
pue a|qiiedwon JIsuel} 9jBUIpIc0D pue ueld| /1 1Nk
X X sefjijioe] pue
Buwued uonelodsues pue asn pue; sleibaiull 91 1N
% ¥ siajuad Apaloe 1oBw uaamaq
“'suofosUucD uoielodsuel] pue ysues asoldwl gL 1N
SaulEpIng sauljaping | suoneinbey | Agon uopdiosa(g afiL
ubisag ubisaq uawdoenag]
wieay ogngd | uswdoeas( _
wisjuByoaly buuswaldily JOLSID-gNS IS DN Bjqeoljaay - saAoslqQ sjepdp Leld |B1eUsn

§ INHIWHOVLLY

A3



"BAY UHNRO- PUB pliy] Usamiaq 18ailg
H Buoe wauwidolanepal asn-paxiul abemosuy

£9 .Ejm

eaie asn-paxiwl pue aseds Bunawyeb aygnd
ueoyiubis ysiyqelse pue lopuios Aemaieb pue
HSUBL 80i0jU1al 0} 188418 1 O YUoU pue I8juan
BISiA BINUD B jo Juawdojanapal abfenooug

28 1N

AlID 104
1utod 1800} SB anuUaAy RIUL UMOIUMO WIBJLIBIN

LS 1NN

1OLISICT BNUBAY PAUL LMOIUMOQ
10 JustlaoueyUa pue jusludojeaspal 1o} BpIADId

06 .1N1

2100 ueqglf) sy} LM
ustudoj@aap mau pue iUl ‘Yuswdopaspal
Aejusuwiadwod pue paduejeq abeinooug

6y LN

2107y ueqin
21} uf SIOYISIA PUB Sjuapisad 1oj AjjiqoLl asea1ouy

8y LN

sefiualue pue ubisap

[2pOoW-|NwW a1elioe) pue seale pajuaiio-pad
U] Spoads JOMO|S S1EPOWILLIOIOE ‘WUBWIUOIAUS
paziueqin aioul 0} puodsal jey} Baieqng 2400
URGIN BU) Ut SUOHENISSEID ABMPEO) USigeIsT

Ly LN

HEURH DUE Safafalg sueijsapad iof JUoLAEg
pue 2107 Uegin usamiaq sabeyul usiygeisy

% 11171

paubisap-fam pue
pays Ajgieudoidde ale sagiioe) Bupled amsug

£e 1N7

Supyred apinoid o saibatens
snoiea jo Aigeoydde pue asn aeneag

¢€ 1M

sjoeatll Buppied saonpal
DUR SIDRISA SAIJBLIB)E SOIENOWILLICODE TR0
'sasn pue| i paiesboiu st yew Bunied spinoiy

L 1N

saullaping
uflisag
weay ofgnd

salijaping
ufiisaq
wawdolanag

suoeinbay
wawdopas(

Auncon

uopduosag

SiL

wisiueyasiy Bunusuiaiduu

JOISIP-aNS dSon 8laeoddy.

saaoalqQ aiepdn ueld |Bieusn)

S INHWHDVLLY

F-CH



10LISI(T BNUBAY
PIYL-PIA U usened asn puej Bunsixe abesmnoaus

wesboiy spsusg Agunwiwor pue uoneuswsidiuy ueld x ‘duyd 4SoOn W payskgeisd,

09 u.mu_m

[erolawitios builas poaytoqubiau

pue ssjjunpoddo Buisnoy yym Jopiioo
[BIoJBWLILLIOD pajuaKo uBlsapad s oS
fempeolg-pi 5o uswtdojanapal sbesnooug

65 101§

galje osn
-PaXIL SN50) HSUEl} SE S}eang | pue H 'Aempeoig
'g-} usamyaqg Jusitdojeaapal abemooug

8G 1018

19348 H L0 pleaamog

ysues pue Aemaied Buoiojulal asn-paxiw
PRIUSLIO-IISURY) UM S1934S H pue O ‘Aempeoig
G-} Usomlaq easE 1O juswdoianrapal abeinoouyg

FAERR |

fempeolg uo esn-paxiu Ag payoddns ehuapisal
Msuap-ybiy upm 5382018 © pue 4 'Aempeolg
'G-| uUssmiaq eale jo Juswdoaspas abemoougy

9G 1l

|Bjuaplsal

AL -HNW pue aouyo ‘sasn Buines-10)IsIA

o siseydwia yim uaiels Asjjoll 19ang 3 eyl
ieau flemadsa asn-paxin M Aempeolg pue ¢
-| UsaMIag 199AS 3 Jo uslidojanapal abesnooug

S5 1NHY

B BUIuI0D
Buiases feoo] pue Buisnoy ypm Jopitoo
[BIDISLIWOD pajuaLIo-pad YS|GeIse 0] BasY SNoo4
Aempeolg uLIoN j0 Juawidojasapas abeimooug

PG LN

ssuBping
ufiisaq
wiesy ogngd

saujleping
ubisag
juswdojanaq

suonenbay
juswidojana(]

Apgon

uondinsaq

L

wisiueyoap buguauadwy

JISIp-ans dSon elgeoyddy SSAR0BIGO 81epd() UBld [Biauss)

¢ LNFWHDVLLY

{

R



